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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to communication filed December 19, 2006. 
Claims 1-9 are canceled, claims 1-12 are amended, and claims 13-19 have been 
added. Therefore claims 10-19 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S. C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 10-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 10, 11 and 19 are directed to a method for obtaining context information. 
This claimed subject matter lacks a practical application of a judicial exception (law of 
nature, abstract idea, naturally occurring article/phenomenon) since it fails to produce a 
useful, concrete and tangible result. 

Specifically, the claimed subject matter does not always produce a tangible result 
because the claimed subject matter fails to always produce a result that is limited to 
having real world value rather than a result that may be interpreted to be abstract in 
nature as, for example, a thought, a computation, or manipulated data. More 
specifically, the claimed subject matter provides for storing the URI property as context 
information, only in response to successfully retrieving an application interface 
having a URI property. Therefore, when an application interface having a URI 
property is not successfully retrieved in step c, there is no tangible result, and in this 
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case the produced result remains in the abstract and, thus, fails to achieve the required 
status of having real world value. 

Claims 12-14 are directed to a method for determining text associated with a 
selected region. This claimed subject matter lacks a practical application of a judicial 
exception (law of nature, abstract idea, naturally occurring article/phenomenon) since it 
fails to produce a useful, concrete and tangible result. 

Specifically, the claimed subject matter does not always produce a tangible result 
because the claimed subject matter fails to always produce a result that is limited to 
having real world value rather than a result that may be interpreted to be abstract in 
nature as, for example, a thought, a computation, or manipulated data. More 
specifically, the claimed subject matter provides for storing actual text including the text 
within the selected region, only if the bounding box is determined to be within the 
selected region. Therefore, when the bounding box is not within the selected region, 
there is no tangible result, and in this case the produced result remains in the abstract 
and, thus, fails to achieve the required status of having real world value. 

Claims 15-18 are directed to a method for associating selected content and 
context information. This claimed subject matter lacks a practical application of a 
judicial exception (law of nature, abstract idea, naturally occurring article/phenomenon) 
since it fails to produce a useful, concrete and tangible result. 

Specifically, the claimed subject matter does not produce a tangible result 
because the claimed subject matter fails to produce a result that is limited to having real 
world value rather than a result that may be interpreted to be abstract in nature as, for 
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example, a thought, a computation, or manipulated data. More specifically, the claimed 
subject matter provides creating an association between the selected content and the 
context information. This produced result remains in the abstract and, thus, fails to 
achieve the required status of having real world value. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 12-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Harui 
(US Patent 6,690,394 B1). 

With respect to claim 12, Harui teaches a method for determining text associated 
with a selected region comprising the steps of: 

finding text in an element within the selected region (column 1 lines 50-52); 

determining a bounding box of the text within the element (column 4 lines 4-7, 
column 5 lines 64-67); 

determining if the bounding box of the text is within the selected region (column 3 
line 66 - column 4 line 10, column 5 lines 33-64); and 
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if the bounding box is determined to be within the selected region, storing as 
context information actual text including the text within the selected region (column 1 
lines 61-63, column 8 lines 53-55). 

The last limitation in claim 12 (step d) is optionally recited and does not limit the 
scope of the claim. (See MPEP 2111 .04) 

With respect to claim 13, Harui teaches wherein the actual text is within the 
selected region (column 1 lines 50-52, column 5 lines 64-67). 

With respect to claim 14, Harui teaches wherein if the bounding box is 
determined not to be within the selected region, repeating steps b) to d) with different 
text in the element within the selected region (column 5 lines 33-67). 

Because the selected region in Harui may be the entire web page, the bounding 
box will always be within the selected region. Claim 14 is also optionally recited. 

With respect to claim 15, Harui teaches a method for associating selected 
content and context information, comprising: 

receiving a selection of web page content or a selection of a region of a 
document displayed in an on-screen region of a display (column 3 line 66 - column 4 
line 1); 
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determining, based on the received selection, context information of the web 
page or the document, the context information being a uniform resource identifier 
(column 4 lines 20-26); and 

creating an association between the selected content and the context information 
(column 4 lines 20-26). 

With respect to claim 16, Harui teaches further including storing the association 
between the selected content and the context (column 8 lines 53-55). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 10, 11 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Harui (US Patent 6,690,394 B1) in view of Oppermann et al. (US Patent 6,334,157 
B1) ('Oppermann'). 

With respect to claim 10, Harui teaches a method for obtaining context 
information comprising the steps of: 

receiving a selection of a region of web page content displayed in an on-screen 
region of display (column 3 line 66 - column 4 line 1); 
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determining a window associated with the selected region (column 4 lines 4-7); 

and 

in response to successfully retrieving a user interface window, storing the URI 
property of the window as context information (column 8 lines 53-55). 

Harui does not teach attempting to retrieve an application interface having a URI 
property from the window; or the storing of the URI property of the window as context 
information being in response to successfully retrieving an application interface having a 
URI property. 

Oppermann teaches programmatically providing direct access to user interface 
elements of an application program (see abstract), in which he teaches: 

attempting to retrieve an application interface having a URI property from the 
window (column 25 lines 59-62, column 28 lines 33-39); and 

in response to successfully retrieving an application interface having a URI 
property, storing the URI property of the window as context information (column 1 1 lines 
1-9, 55-60, column 12 lines 55-59). 

The last limitation of claim 10 is optionally recited. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Harui by the teaching of Oppermann because 
attempting to retrieve an application interface having a URI property from the window; 
and in response to successfully retrieving an application interface having a URI 
property, storing the URI property of the window as context information would enable 
accessibility aids the ability to access and manipulate user interface elements of any 
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application program without having prior knowledge of the application program or its 
interface (Oppermann, column 4 lines 27-30). 

With respect to claim 1 1 , Harui as modified teaches the method according to 
claim 10, further comprising the step of: in response to unsuccessfully retrieving an 
application interface having a URI property, repeats steps c) and d) for a parent window 
of the window (Oppermann, column 28 lines 40-62; Harui, column 5 lines 33-64). 

With respect to claim 19, Harui as modified teaches wherein the window is a top 
level application window (Harui, column 5 lines 46-53; Oppermann, column 28 lines 45- 
54). 

6. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Harui 
(US Patent 6,690,394 B1) in view of Carro (US Patent Application Publication 
2003/0117378 A1). 

With respect to claim 17, Harui teaches further including storing the association 
between the selected content and the context (column 8 lines 53-55). 

Harui does not teach wherein the association is a single file. 

Carro teaches a device and system for retrieving and displaying handwritten 
annotations (see abstract), in which he teaches wherein the association is a single file 
(paragraphs 54 and 55). 
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It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Harui by the teaching of Carro because 
wherein the association is a single file would enable a new apparatus and system 
adapted to associate additional information with physical documents while keeping 
intact the integrity of the physical documents (Carro, paragraph 4). 

7. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Harui 
(US Patent 6,690,394 B1) in view of Ross (US Patent 5,983,215) ('Ross'). 

With respect to claim 18, Harui teaches further including storing the association 
between the selected content and the context (column 8 lines 53-55). 

Harui does not teach wherein the association is at least two files connected by at 
least one pointer. 

Ross teaches a method and system for performing joins and self-joins in a 
database system (see abstract), in which he teaches wherein the association is at least 
two files connected by at least one pointer (column 25, claim 24). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Harui by the teaching of Ross because 
wherein the association is at least two files connected by at least one pointer would 
enable the maximization of the usage of available main memory (Ross, column 3 lines 
65-66). 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 10-19 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alicia M. Lewis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5599. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9 - 6:30, alternate 
Friday off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on 571-272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Alicia Lewis 
March 16,2007 




SAM RIMELL 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



